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Not only in internal aggression but also in war, the
Ottoman soldier has seldom been an outright proselyte
for Islam, although he has gloried in the paradise which
awaits the faithful who die under its banner. A study
of the Ottoman, as distinguished from the Arab, con-
quests affords little evidence that the overrunning of
Asia and Africa was actuated by religious motives, par-
ticularly since the conquered were already Moslems. In
fact, these and subsequent military operations served to
widen the accustomed gulf between the Sunni, Shiah, and
other Moslem sects as exemplified by relations of the
Ottoman Turks with the Arab tribes and the Persians,
In their European conquests, which reached to the gates
of Vienna, the invaders made no display of missionary
fanaticism as the prime impulse. When Mohammed the
Conqueror took Constantinople in 1453, he displayed a
remarkable degree of tolerance towards the dwellers
within the Queen City. In all fairness, therefore, it
should be noted that the Turkish Moslem has not been
known for proselyting Christians or Jews. But the much-
accentuated conflict between the Crescent and the Cross
is an ever-present threat possessing real potentialities,
which can be used by people of every religious conviction
to suit particular ends.
With regard to Turko-Armenian troubles, also, the out-
standing error has been in considering the problem as
wholly, or even largely, religious. This statement has
been corroborated recently by personal letters from the
Protestant clergy in America and Great Britain. Basic-
ally, the reason for these difficulties is economic^ similar
to, but far more intense than that of the relations be-
tween the Jews and the Gentiles. The Turkish Moslem
has despised business, he has not been interested in
making money, he adores leisure—"keif" as lie calls it.
The non-Moslem, notably the Armenian, has been his
banker. Sir Edwin Pears has stated that a Turk and

